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the fact that the Committee had heard comments from
some of the Princes themselves that, * in certain of
these cases, intervention should have taken place
sooner than was actually the case/
So much for the exercise of the Paramountcy's
function of intervention in the case of oppression or
gross misrule. What about the Paramount Power's
duty in the event of a wide-spread demand on the
part of the States' people for political reforms ? How
far is it bound to maintain unimpaired the privileges,
rights and dignities of Princes to the suppression of
the legitimate political aspirations of the States' people ?
The finding of the Committee on this point too was
equally emphatic and clear :
* The promise of the King Emperor to maintain
unimpaired the privileges, rights and dignities of the
Princes carries with it a duty to protect the Princes
against attempts to eliminate them and to substitute
another form of Government. If these attempts were
due to misgovernment on the part of the Prince,
protection would only be given on the condition set
forth in the preceding paragraph. If they were due
not to misgovernment, but to a wide-spread demand
for change, the Paramount Power would be bound
to maintain the rights, privileges and dignity of the
Princes, but it would also be bound to suggest such
measures as would satisfy demand without eliminating
them.'
May one then ask what prevents the Paramount
Power from 4 giving advice' to the Princes that
would ' without eliminating them ' bring their admini-
stration into line with the administration in the
autonomous provinces in British India and make their
fusion into a harmonious whole possible ? In view of
the unquestioned power which the Paramount Power
possesses to * exert pressure' on the Princes and
which, as the Butler Committee pointed out with
satisfaction, it has exercised in the past in the interest